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zedom of Information Center Publications Nos. 14 
1 15 were delivered before the School of Journalism, 
University of Florida, Gainesville, March 4, 1959, by 
M. Newton, managing editor of the Tampa Tribune. 
ed” Newton, as the saying goes, needs no introduction. 
s protests against bureaucratic restriction of informa- 
n have been heard in all parts of the country. His work 
chairman of the Advancement of Freedom of Informa- 
n Committee of Sigma Delta Chi has contributed ma- 
ially to the passage in many states of statutes guaran- 
ing access to public records and meetings. 


Our federal government offers the finest field imagin- 
le for newspaper crusading, yet I can not conscien- 
usly recommend it to you unless you have an iron 
istitution, nerves of steel, a tough set of personal 
lings, a strong streak of stubborness, and the faculty 
sleeping peacefully at night regardless of the strain 
the day. This is where you separate the men and boys. 


Over the last 25 years, an arrogant federal bureau- 
icy has clamped a tight vise of secrecy over all records 
government at Washington. The bureaucrats take 
ur tax dollars from your weekly pay check, but they 
ver account for the spending of one penny to the tax- 
yer and you do not actually know whether your tax 
llars are wasted, stolen or spent wisely. 


lic Servants Rule Private Domain 


You can dig your crusading shovel into almost any 
ot in federal government and strike gold. But the 
adaches are rending and the political pressure trying. 
peak from great personal experience, having for many 
ars been pushed around by our better bureaucrats from 
» White House on down. And I can tell you a bit sadly 
it we in free America have developed a new political 
ilosophy, that once our public servants are elected or 
pointed to office, they look upon government as their 
vate domain to do as they wish without the restraint 
public opinion, and that they sincerely feel that the 
e American people should be satisfied with spoon-fed 
ypaganda and the decisions of government after they 
ve been made. 

Stewart Alsop, the columnist, once put this in some 
at plainer words when he said: 


The American government these days is 
rather frequently cast in the role of the Daddy 
of us all, telling us that Daddy knows best 
and not to ask questions. And Daddy’s warn- 
ing is often implied or explicit — “or Daddy 
spanks.” 


Military Use of ‘Daddy Spanks’ Attitude 


This philosophy of “Daddy spanks” even prevails 
down on the local level where the Pentagon maintains 
military bases. Tampa, as you know, has MacDill Field, 
and Air Force bomber base, and once the Tribune revealed 
that MacDill bombers were flying jeeps to the Dakota 
hunting grounds so that some of our leading generals 
could hunt pheasants comfortably, all at taxpayer cost. 
We also reported that subsequently our Chamber of 
Commerce leaders were entertained at special pheasant 
dinners, also at considerable cost to the taxpayers. On 
another occasion, we informed our readers that a certain 
MacDill colonel was forcing a sergeant and several pri- 
vates to trim his lawn and move his household furnish- 
ings, which was nothing other than military peonage. 

On both occasions, key MacDill officers turned up at 
our Chamber of Commerce and talked long and earnestly 
of the beauties of the MacDill weekly payroll and what 
a shame if Tampa should lose it through poor press 
relations. All of this, of course, was a lot of hooey since 
the Pentagon selects its military bases on a basis other 
than relationship with the press. But always some busi- 
ness men fall for this, and the newspaper must undergo 
the resulting pressure. 


Missile Press-Agentry 


When I sent a staff writer to Cape Canaveral in late 
1957 to watch the efforts to fire the ill-fated Navy Van- 
guard, the Pentagon press agent demanded that my re- 
porter sign an agreement that he would send only that 
news which had been approved by the press agent. Other- 
wise, he could not watch the firing. My staffer telephoned 
me and I instructed him to write a full report of this out- 
right censorship on the part of the Pentagon. I sent this 
report, along with a strong protest, to Rep. John E. Moss, 
chairman of the House Subcommittee on Government 
Information. Rep. Moss subsequently publicly reprimand- 
ed the Pentagon for its censorship of the missile firings, 
but, of course, it did not stop it. I am afraid that it will 
take more than a lone congressional committee to stop 
the manipulation of news of government, which is so 
prevalent in all federal circles today. 

Many newsmen, through their location, do not contact 
the Pentagon and its numerous military tentacles and 
thus escape these frustrations. But no American news- 
man can escape some contact with federal government, 
regardless of whether he works in Maine or Arizona, 
simply because the federal bureaucracy today reaches 


down into every walk of American life and puts a res- 
training finger upon the life of every American citizen. 
It may be in the matter of welfare, all of which is strictly 
censored, or it may be in the routine matter of our 
weather reports. I was interested to note recently that the 
federal Weather Bureau had decided to censor its new 
long-range forecasts because of some errors during the 
unusual winter of 1957-58 in this new scientific experi- 
mentation. And I can only observe somewhat sadly that 
it is a great pity that a newspaper also cannot censor its 
mistakes, 


FHA Scandal Uncovered 


Late in the Truman administration, one of my string 
correspondents in Pinellas County reported that a hand- 
some new beach apartment project, built with FHA 
funds, had landed in the circuit court at Clearwater and 
was in the process of being wrung out of its financial 
monkeyshines. I immediately dispatched one of my staff- 
ers to the courthouse and he spent several days poring 
over the hundreds of pages of court records in the case, 
and finally came up with a story that threw a lot of light 
on the somewhat nebulous operations of the FHA. This 
was many months before the national FHA scandal broke 
in Washington and helped to break the back of the Tru- 
man administration. 


This particular beach apartment project had been 
built under FHA Regulation No. 608 and Congress, in 
adopting it, had stipuiated that only those projects to 
house war veterans and defense workers could be built 
under it. Since Florida at that time was no great haven 
for gigantic defense projects, I naturally wondered just 
how many such projects had been built in our state with 
these lush federal tax dollars. 

Therefore, I wired Walter L. Greene, then the deputy 
commissioner of the FHA, but who later resigned under 
fire when Sen. Homer E. Capehart’s investigating com- 
mittee disclosed the windfall profits in the FHA, for a 
list of all federal projects built in Florida under Regula- 
tion No. 608. Greene wired back rather abruptly that 
these loans — even though they were a matter of tax- 
payer funds—were private between the lender and 
the lendee, and he declined to give me the information. I 
wired right back that there could be no privacy in the 
matter of taxpayer funds and I warned Greene that if he 
still declined to reveal the loans, I intended to make the 
matter a major protest against federal censorship before 
every major national journalism organization in the 
country. 


Telephoned Consent 


Under this pressure, Greene telephoned me from 
Washington the next day and grudgingly said he was 
sending me the official list of FHA loans, under Regula- 
tion No. 608, in Florida. The reason he telephoned me 
was very evident. If he wired his consent, it would have 
written into the official records the precedent of the FHA 
making public its loans. But by telephoning me, he was 
in a position of making the next editor who asked for 
the loans go through the same sweating and frustrating 
process. That of course, is the usual federal process in 
the release of the records of the spending of the tax- 
payers’ funds, 


Anyway, the Tribune not only printed the list of 
loans in Florida under Regulation No. 608, but we 
recounted for our readers the difficulties we had in 
ting this legitimate information of federal govern 
Furthermore, I promptly sent a staffer on a tour of t 
FHA projects and he was unable to find a single 
veteran or defense worker who ever lived in one of t 
Instead, the projects were luxury beach resort a 
ments, which rented from $100 a week upwards and 
patronized largely by our wealthier tourists. 

Our investigation revealed that several of these Fj 
luxury projects had been put through the same fina 
wringer as the one at Clearwater, which started us on) 
crusade, and we discovered that in every such case, | 
dear old RFC had stepped in and bailed out the equ: 
dear old FHA, all with taxpayers funds. I promptly WC 
the RFC for a list of its loans in Florida but again I | 
to go through the same frustrating rigmarole, whic! 
previously had gone through with the FHA, to get | 
list and print it in the Tribune. 

Is Government Business Public Business? 


On January 14, 1955, William G. Ludwick, chief} 
the Department of Agriculture Foreign Service, w 
being interviewed by the Des Moines Register and T. 
une in its crusade in the Wolf Ladejinsky security ¢ 
was asked if government business is not public busine 

“Tt is not and you know it,” he replied. 

On February 5 of the same year, Secretary of A 
culture Ezra Taft Benson passed through Tampa an 
had one of my reporters button-hole him at our airp 
and ask if Mr. Ludwick’s statement reflected the pe! 
of the Department of Agriculture. Mr. Benson repli 


We give public information, but there are 
times when it is not to the public benefit to 
make certain announcements concerning gov- 
ernmental functions. 


Newspaper Is ‘Outside Organization’ 


The reason I was interested in this was due to 3 
headaches that Sec. Benson and his assistants had giv 
me in the release of legitimate Florida information fr: 
the Department of Agriculture. On September 15, 19: 
I had asked Sen. Spessard L. Holland of Florida to « 
tain a list of names, locations, duties and salaries. 
the employes of the Soil Conservation Service from } 
Benson’s vast bureau. On October 1, Sen. Holland se 
me a cop of a letter from Acting Chief D. A. Willia 
of the Soil Conservation Service, which turned down t 
request and which said: 


Since the Tampa Tribune is an outside 
organization, and, since it is contrary to 
the policy of this department to give out 
names, salaries or addresses of our employ- 
es, other than those listed in official docu- 
ments of government, we have supplied the 
attached information in the hope that it will 
be sufficient for their needs. 


Indifference for Informed Public 


The attachment was nothing more than the number 
of employes, the general type of work and the civil 
service rating with the lowest salary only paid to that 
rating. There was no indication whatsoever as to whether 
there were any communists, bandits, bankers or preach- 
ers in the employ of this department of federal govern- 
meni, nor was there any hint as to whether the American 
taxpayers’ dollars were being spent wisely or foolishly in 
salaries. 


I immediately wrote a strong letter of protest and 
then got involved in a correspondence that lasted two 
months with the chief of the Soil Conservation Service 
and the administrator of the Production and Marketing 
Administration, in which we discussed many things in- 
cluding freedom of the press, the taxpayers’ dollars, 
communism and democracy. It developed that the De- 
partment of Agriculture wanted to protect their secret 
employes from the pressure of loan sharks and the 
farmers, and cared little for the restraint of an informed 
public opinion. 


Partial Information Provided 


In October, the Production and Marketing Admin- 
istration sent me a partial list of its Florida employees. I 
wrote back that this was insufficient and what did they 
have to hide. Again we went round and round through 
Uncle Sam’s mail and finally, in late November, G. F. 
Geisler, the Production and Marketing Administrator, 
sent me a complete list, which we duly printed in the 
Tribune. But you will note that it required three months 
of frustrating correspondence to get this simple informa- 
ion relating to the expenditure of the American tax- 
en dollars. 

By this time, my appetite for information from the 
Department of Agriculture really was whetted, so I asked 
Sec. Benson for a list of soil subsidy payments in Florida. 
This provoked a new correspondence of another three 
months, in which we thoroughly thrashed out the matter 
of privacy involved in the payment of American tax 
dollars to privileged recipients, in many cases for abso- 
lutely nothing. Again I warned that I fully intended to 
make this matter a public affair of censorship before the 
national journalism organizations and the department 
finally grudgingly consented to let the Tribune have the 
lists. 


Political Controls Exposed 


I sent a reporter to the federal agriculture office at 
Gainesville and he spent six weeks copying more than 
11.000 names of the Florida recipients of soil subsidies. 
We printed these names in the Tribune and they had huge 
reader interest. For one thing, they revealed that a lot of 
wealthy Floridians were milking the federal cow. For 
another, we were able to put the facts together for the 
first time in a special Page 1 story that showed the Lykes 
Brothers Steamship Company, in South Florida, and the 
DuPont Banking Interests, in North Florida, as the two 
biggest owners of Florida real estate. This, of course, 
revealed why both of these huge business interests wield- 
ed so much political power in our Legislature, simply 
because they owned most of the land in several counties 
and controlled the election of officials there. 


I do not know whether our stories shamed any of the 
wealthy Floridians into refusing subsequent soil subsidies, 
but I do know that a year after we printed the lists, the 
Department of Agriculture announced that Florida, a 
great agricultural state, had less soil subsidy payments 
of any southeastern state. 


REA Hassle 


But all of this was nothing compared to the hassle we 
got into with the Department of Agriculture over the 
matter of the Rural Electrification Administration in 
Sumter County in 1956. A delegation of Sumter County 
farmers appealed to the Tribune for help in develop- 
ing scandal involving the REA and I sent a staffer to 
cover a special meeting of the Sumter Electric Coopera- 
tive at Sumterville. His news story revealed: 


1. The Sumter Electric Cooperative was in 
a deplorable state of confusion. 


2. The Department of Agriculture had sent 
three investigations into the mess the year 
previous but had declined to reveal the 
results. 


3. That dozens of Sumter farmers had writ- 
ten the Department of Agriculture urging 
that the results of its investigation be 
made public so that they could put their 
government house in order. 


4. That there was considerable taxpayer 
funds unaccounted for, and that the 
records of this cooperative were in a 
worse condition than utter confusion. 


Against Policy to Give Information 


A federal official appeared before this meeting, rap- 
ped the press and declared that it was not the policy of 
the department to give out information of REA operations 
to the public. I, of course, reached for my typewriter, and 
there sizzled out a letter of protest to Secretary of 
Agriculture Benson, in which I asked how come, in free 
America, did a branch of the free government stoop close 
to the communistic position of conducting a secret in- 
vestigation. Once again we explored the beauties of pri- 
vacy in the matter of the American citizen’s tax dollars 
in a correspondence of several weeks. We never did pry 
the results of that secret investigation out of Sec. Benson 
but we did quickly achieve a cleanup in both personnel 
and records in the cooperative, which put it back on its 
feet. 


Business of Clouding Facts 


The case of the Florida hotel brought down the wrath 
of the White House upon the Tribune. In the middle of 
the congressional investigation of industrialist Bernard 
Goldfines’s gifts of a vicuna coat, expensive rugs and hotel 
bills to Sherman Adams, the White House aide, a friend 
of mine in Washington, who travels in circles close to 
the politicians, gave me the tip that James C. Hagerty 
press agent for President Eisenhower, had arranged in 
Washington for a free vacation at swank Ponte Vedra 
Club near Jacksonville Beach. 


I sent a staff writer to the club and the management 
forthrightly confirmed that Mr. and Mrs. Hagerty had 
been their guests on a five day golfing vacation the pre- 
vious year, had occupied a spanking new cottage, and 
that their bill of $260.97 had been complimented by the 
club. It has been my experience over 35 years of news- 
papering that the average businessman always will 
answer all questions honestly; that is, he will until his 
lawyer enters the picture. But perhaps politicians and 
lawyers have had more experience in the business of 
clouding facts. 


Presidential Press Agent Shrugs 


The Associated Press picked up the Tribune’s account 
of this and White House correspondents immediately 
asked Hagerty about it. The presidential press agent 
shrugged it off with the following statement: 

Pll stick with what I said before. I tried to 
pay the bill and they were equally insistent 
that there was no bill. That’s all there is to 
it. I was a guest. 

But the influential Washington Post and Times- 
Herald did not shrug it off. In an editorial the next day, 
the newspaper called it “free loading” and said that the 
net effect of the Hagerty stay was “to use the prestige of 
the White House for commercial purposes.” The news- 
paper added that Hagerty should have made the follow- 
ing statement to the Ponte Vedra Club officials: 

I can’t possibly accept free hotel accommoda- 
tions without embarrassing him (the Presi- 
dent). Consequently, you must accept my 
check or I shall never be free to set foot in 
your club again. 


‘Nobody Stays Here on the Cuff’ 


I then sent my staffer to Miami to check in to Vice- 
President Richard Nixon’s vacations at the equally swank 
Key Biscayne Hotel. He found that Nixon and his family 
occupied a villa at $150 each time but always paid the bill 
with personal checks. Also, he learned that the Vice- 
President was generous with $10 tips. The management 
informed us that “nobody stays here on the cuff.” We 
duly recorded this is the Tribune for posterity. 

At this point, there walked into our office an en- 
raged Republican woman, who turned over to us a copy 
of the stenographic report of a secret Senate Judiciary 
Committee meeting which considered the qualifications 
of South Florida’s Republican U.S. District Attorney, 
and suggested that we look into the hotel bill of the 
Eisenhower campaign party at the swank Miami hotel 


Roney Plaza in 1952. 


Unpaid Bill for Campaign Party 


This stenographic report of the Senate committee 
procedures related testimony of Miami Republican lead- 
ers that the Eisenhower campaign party ran up a bill of 
$4,280, including flowers and food for a big pre-election 
party, and then left it unpaid. These Miami Republican 
leaders testified further that they were refused admit- 
tance to the Eisenhower party by big hired bouncers but 
afterwards they were presented the bill by the hotel. 

I sent my staffer hot-footing it back to Miami, but 
the Roney Plaza management, apparently having noted 


our previous stories on Hagerty and Nixon, greeted hi 
questions with “No coment.” We went ahead with ai 
story based largely on the stenographic report of the 
Senate committee’s hearings, but we mentioned the 
hearing, itself, only casually. In fact, we underwrote¢ 
the story, which always is a wise procedure in crusading 
newspapering, and we did not say outright that the bil 
had never been paid. We simply recorded that the Eisen) 
hower party had left it unpaid, which was the absolute 
truth, and we further did not relate the testimony of the 
Miami Republican leaders. | 


White House Upset 


Again the Associated Press picked up our story and 
it reaily upset the White House. Press Agent Hagerty 
held two coferences with the White House ea 
correspondents the next day; angrily declared that the 
National Republican Party had paid $964.13 of the hote! 
bill; and admitted that there had been some discussio 
with the hotel management over what he said was a bill 
of about $1,500. Then he teed off spectacularly on the 
Tampa Tribune with the following statement: | 

It would seem to me that a newspaper before 
using such a story could have at least checked 
with either the White House or the Republic- 
an National Committee. 

Asked by one of the correspondents whether he ha 
any idea as to how the Tribune story originated, Hagerty 
said he had no idea where the $4,000 figure came fro 
and then he said: 

Pll let the facts speak for themselves and 
let you gentlemen draw your own inferences. 


Hotel Still Holds the Bag 


The Associated Press asked me for a statement i 
reply, and I gave out the following paragraph, which 
was carried over the wires: 

A senatorial investigating committee showed 
that a bill of more than $4,000, including 
flowers and food, had been run up at the 
Roney Plaza Hotel by the Eisenhower cam- 
paign party. This was many months later and 
had not been paid at the time of the investiga- 
tion. Now Mr. Hagerty has accounted for 
$964.13. It would be most interesting for 
an accounting of the remaining $3,035.87 for 
which the hotel apparently held the bag. 

Then the Tribune carried a 2,000-word story, part of! 
which was picked up by the Associated Press, which re-: 
lated word for word the testimony of the Miami Republi-| 
can leaders over the post-election controversy over the 
$4,280 bill. This Senate hearing also brought out that the} 
Roney Plaza Hotel threatened to sue for the bill, which} 
action no doubt led to a settlement of part of the bill by) 
the Republican National Party. 

But to this day no Washington politician has offered! 
satisfactory answers to the moral question of why high} 
ranking federal officials are entitled to “free loading” in 
swank Florida resorts or why a Presidential campaign| 
party has the right to walk out on a $4,280 election party| 


bill. 


Columbia, Missouri 


April, 1959 


